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Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent the Senate insist 
on its amendment, request a con-
ference with the House, and the Chair 
be authorized to appoint conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. The Pre-
siding Officer (Mr. VOINOVICH) ap-
pointed Mr. MCCAIN, Mr. STEVENS, Ms. 
SNOWE, Mr. HOLLINGS, and Mr. KERRY 
of Massachusetts, conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Finally, I ask unan-
imous consent S. 1089 be placed back on 
the calendar. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. CAMPBELL. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent I speak for 5 min-
utes as in morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The Senator from Colorado is recog-
nized. 

MR. CAMPBELL. I thank the Chair. 
(The remarks of Mr. CAMPBELL per-

taining to the introduction of S. 2950 
are located in today’s RECORD under 
‘‘Statements on Introduced Bills and 
Joint Resolutions.’’) 

Mr. CAMPBELL. I thank the Chair 
and yield the floor. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-
ator from Vermont. 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed as in 
morning business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

JUVENILE JUSTICE CONFERENCE 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, today is 
in effect the anniversary of the only 
meeting of the House-Senate Con-
ference committee on the Hatch-Leahy 
juvenile crime bill. This is the last day 
before the August recess this year and 
last year on August 5, Chairman HATCH 
convened the conference for the lim-
ited purpose of opening statements. I 
am disappointed that the majority con-
tinues to refuse to reconvene the con-
ference and that for a over a year this 
Congress has failed to respond to issues 
of youth violence, school violence and 
crime prevention. 

It has been 15 months since the 
shooting at Columbine High School in 
Littleton, Colorado, where 14 students 
and a teacher lost their lives in that 
tragedy on April 20, 1999. It has been 14 
months since the Senate passed the 
Hatch-Leahy juvenile justice bill by an 
overwhelming vote of 73–25. Our bipar-
tisan bill includes modest yet effective 
gun safety provisions. It has been 13 
months since the House of Representa-
tives passed its own juvenile crime bill 
on June 17, 1999. 

Sadly, it will be 12 months next week 
since the House and Senate juvenile 
justice conference met for the first— 
and only—time on August 5, 1999, less 

than 24 hours before the Congress ad-
journed for its long August recess. 

Senate and House Democrats have 
been ready for months to reconvene the 
juvenile justice conference and work 
with Republicans to craft an effective 
juvenile justice conference report that 
includes reasonable gun safety provi-
sions, but the majority refuses to act. 
Indeed, on October 20, 1999, all the 
House and Senate Democratic con-
ferees wrote to Senator HATCH, the 
Chairman of the juvenile justice con-
ference, and Congressman HYDE, the 
Chairman of the House Judiciary Com-
mittee, to reconvene the conference 
immediately. In April 2000, Congress-
man HYDE joined our call for the juve-
nile justice conference to meet as soon 
as possible in a letter to Senator 
HATCH, which was also signed by Con-
gressman CONYERS. 

A few months ago, the President even 
invited House and Senate members of 
the conference to the White House to 
urge us to proceed to the conference 
and to final enactment of legislation 
before the anniversary of the Col-
umbine tragedy. But the majority has 
rejected his pleas for action as they 
have those of the American people. Ap-
parently, the gun lobby objects to one 
provision in the bill, even though the 
bill passed overwhelmingly, and they 
will not let us proceed with the con-
ference. This lobby was not elected to 
the Senate or to the House of Rep-
resentatives, but apparently has enor-
mous influence. 

Every parent, teacher and student in 
this country is concerned about school 
violence over the last two years and 
worried about when the next shooting 
may occur. They only hope it does not 
happen at their school or involve their 
children. 

Just last week, a 13-year old student 
put a gun to a fellow classmate at Se-
attle middle school. Although the stu-
dent fired a shot in the school cafe-
teria, thankfully no one was hurt dur-
ing this latest school shooting. Unfor-
tunately, that cannot be said about the 
rash of recent incidents of school vio-
lence throughout the country. The 
growing list of schoolyard shootings by 
children in Arkansas, Washington, Or-
egon, Tennessee, California, Pennsyl-
vania, Kentucky, Mississippi, Colorado, 
Georgia, Michigan, and Florida is sim-
ply unacceptable and intolerable. 

We all recognize that there is no sin-
gle cause and no single legislative solu-
tion that will cure the ill of youth vio-
lence in our schools or in our streets. 
But we have an opportunity before us 
to do our part. We should not let an-
other school year begin without ad-
dressing some of the core issues of 
youth violence and school violence. We 
should seize this opportunity to act on 
balanced, effective juvenile justice leg-
islation, and measures to keep guns 
out of the hands of children and away 
from criminals. 

It is ironic that the Senate will be in 
recess next week on the anniversary of 
the first and only meeting of the juve-
nile justice conference. In fact, the 
Senate has been in recess more than in 
session since the one ceremonial meet-
ing of the juvenile crime conference 
committee. It is beneath us. We ought 
to meet. We ought to get this done. 

f 

CONGRESS AND THE FEDERAL 
JUDICIARY 

Mr. LEAHY. Mr. President, I want to 
turn now to another issue. This time 
last year, I rose to express concern 
about the final decisions of the Su-
preme Court’s 1998 Term, in which it 
struck down on federalism grounds 
three important pieces of bipartisan 
legislation. Another Supreme Court 
Term has now ended, and this Term’s 
victims include the Violence Against 
Women Act and, as applied to State 
employees, the Age Discrimination in 
Employment Act. 

I see my distinguished friend from 
Delaware in the Chamber, and I know 
he has spoken extensively on this. I be-
lieve it bears repeating. 

We have seen a growing trend of judi-
cial second-guessing of congressional 
policy decisions, both in the Supreme 
Court and in some of the lower Federal 
courts. Most troubling to me is the en-
croachment of the Federal judiciary on 
the legitimate functions of the Federal 
legislative branch in matters that are 
perceived by the courts to impact the 
States. 

We ought to all be concerned about 
this because it affects our constitu-
tional system of checks and balances. 
We ought to ask ourselves how we can 
have a situation where an unelected 
group of Supreme Court Justices can 
over and over substitute their judg-
ment for the judgment of the elected 
representatives of this country. 

It is not a question of how we feel 
about an individual case. Sometimes I 
vote for these bills and sometimes I 
vote against them. But when we have 
held hearings, when we have deter-
mined that there is a need for Federal 
legislation, when we have gone for-
ward, and then in an almost cavalier 
and, in some cases, disdainful fashion, 
the Supreme Court knocks it all down, 
something is wrong. It is time for us to 
join together in taking stock of the re-
lationship between Congress and the 
courts. 

According to a recent article by Stu-
art Taylor, the Rehnquist Court has 
struck down about two dozen congres-
sional enactments in the last five 
terms. That is about five per year—a 
stunning pace. To put that in perspec-
tive, consider that the Supreme Court 
struck down a total of 128 Federal stat-
utes during its first 200 years. That is 
less than one per year, and it includes 
the years of the so-called ‘‘activist’’ 
Warren Court. 
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